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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding non^final Office Action mailed 
jloveAiber 28, 2005. Claims 1-46 remain pending m the present application. 
] LecoT sideration and allowance of the application and pending claims are respectjfuUy 
] sque ited. 

Response To Rejections of Claims Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

In the Office Action, claims 1-7, 11-13, 18-23, 25-35, 37-43, and 46 stand rejected 
Inder 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Adamske (U.S. Patent No. 
,6151234) in view of Savoray (U.S. Patent No. 6,631,200). Claims 8, 14-16, and 24 stand 
]bjectfcd under 35 U.S-C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpat^table over Adamske in view of 
. 'ovor %y in further view of Powers (U.S. Patent No. 6,438,584). Claitns 9, 10, 36, 44, and 45 
Itand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Adamske in view 
<\f Savoray in further view of Shima (U.S. Patent No. 6,369,909). Claim 17 stcinds rejected 
nder 35 U,S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable ovqt Adamskie in view of Smoray in 
orthe : of Powers in further view of Shima, It is well-established at law that, for a proper 
reject on of a claim under 35 U.S.C §103 as being obvious based upon a combination of 
1 efere ices, the cited combination of references must disclose, teach, or suggest, ei ther implicitly 
^ ;T exi licitly, all elements/features/steps of the claim at issue. See, e,g, , In Re Dow Chemical, 5 
[j.S.P ,Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed, Cir. 1988), and/w re JSTe/fer, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871,881 (C.C.P.A. 
981) 



a. Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1, Apphcant claims: 

From a client program in a web-based environment, a method for 
controlling production and display of an image represented by data generated 
at a source service, said data representing at least in part a predetermined 
graphic symbol referencing a particular symbol set, said method comprising 
the steps of: 

accessing said source service; 

dynamically generating a printable version of said image represented 
by said data at said source service under interactive control of said client 
program, said printable version including said predetermined graphic symbol 
referencing said particular symbol set; 

referencing said printable version of said image represented by said 
data from a composition stored in an imaging store; 

accessing said composition from a destination service; and 
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if said destination service contains said particular symbol set ajtid if 
said destination service is instructed to produce said printable version of said 
represented image, then forwarding said printable version pf said represented 
image to said destination service and then producing said represented image 
including said predetermined graphic symbol under interactive control by said 
client program, wherein said particular symbol set identifies mapping 
characteristics for producing said predetermined graphic symbol on said 
represented image. 

( £mp]iasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1 is allowable for at least the 
ifeasoiJ that Adamske in view of Savoray does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "wherein 
i aid p articular symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined 
^aphjc symbol on said represented image," as recited and emphasized above in claim 1 . 

For example, the Office Action acknowledges that Adamske fails to teach or suggest at 
I jast ' wherein said particular symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said 
^edei ermined graphic symbol on said represented image." 

With regard to Savoray, it appears to teach at most a method for producing an 
|lectr|nic signature in a scaleable font format from a raster or bitmap image of a manual, 
I andv Titten signature. See coL 3, lines 25-27. The produced electronic signature may then 
l|e att|ched to an electronic document. See col. 5, lines 10-23, 

Therefore, Adamske in view of Savoray does not teach or suggest at least "wherein said 
I artici liar symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined 
S raphe symbol on said represented image," or all of the remaining features of claim 1, such 
4p thdl step of: if said destination service contains said particular symbol set and if said 
djestinfetion service is instructed to produce said printable version of said represented image, 
I icn f >rwarding said printable version of said represented image to said destination service 



£ ad d^ producing said represented image including said predetertnined graphic symbol 
I nder interactive control by said client program, wherein said particular symbol set identifies 
X lappi ig characteristics for producing said predetermined graphic symbol on said represented 
i|nage 

Therefore, claim 1 is not anticipated hy Adamske in view of Savoray, and the rejection 
s{tioul4be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 
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b. Claims 2-7, 11-13> and 18-23 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
itlaiml 2-7, 11-13, and 18-23 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a 
matte] of law for at least the reason that dependent clairas 2-7, 11-13, and 18-23 contain all 
1 lie stc ps and features of independent claim 1 . For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 
|-7, 1 ||l-13, and 1 8-23 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of clainnis 2-7, 11-13, and 
8-231 these claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as is apparent by 
|xamijhation of die claim itself) that are patentably distinct firom the cited art of record. Hence, 
t lere ; re other reasons why these dependent claims are allowable. 



c. Claim 25 

As provided in independent claim 25, Applicant claims: 

A system for controlling printing and display of an image in a 
distributed computing environment, comprising: 
a first computer; 

a second computer accessible from said first computer and operable to 
provide a jSrst executable content to said first computer in response to a 
request jfrom said first computer; 

said second computer further operable to dynamically generate and 
display a printable version of data representing said image under the 
interactive control of said fibrst computer via said first executable content, said 
represented image comprising at least in part a predetermined graphic symbol 
referencing a particular symbol set; 

an imaging store accessible from said second computer and operable to 
access and store a composition referencing said printable version of said data; 
and 

at least one destination computer accessible from said first computer 
and operable to access said composition, said destination computer 
representing a production device, such that, if said at least one said destination 
computer contains said particular symbol set, then said production device 
represented by said at least one said destination computer is operable to 
produce said represented image including printing said predetermined graphic 
symbol under interactive control of said first computer, wherein said 
particular symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said 
predetermined graphic symbol on said represented image. 

mpl asis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 25 is allowable for at least the 
r^asorfl that Adams/ce in view ofSavoray does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "wherein 
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^^id p irticular symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined 
^aph|c symbol on said represented image," as recited and eixiphasized above in claim 25. 

For example, the Office Action acknowledges that Adamske fails to teach or suggest at 
ifcast " wherein said particular symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said 
l||redel|3nnined graphic symbol on said represented image/' 

With regard to Savoray, it appears to teach at most a method for producing an 
4|[ectr4nic signature in a scaleable font fomiat from a raster or bitmap image of a manual, 
signature. See col. 3, lines 25-27. The produced electronic signature may then 
ched to an electronic document See coL 5, lines 10-23* 

Therefore, Adamske in view ofSavoray does not teach or suggest at least "wherein said 
lj|artic^ar symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined 
\^ symbol on said represented image," or all of the remaining features of claim 25, such 
least one destination computer accessible from said first computer and operable to 
said composition, said destination computer representing a production device, such 
said at least one said destination computer contains said particular symbol set, then 
pjbduction device represented by said at least one $aid destination computer is operable 
^ prcduce said represented image including printing said predetermined graphic symbol 
interactive control of said first computer , wherein said particular symbol set identifies 
i|^app3 ig characteristics for producing said predetermined graphic symbol on said represented 
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Therefore, Adamske in view of Savoray does not teach or suggest at letist all of the 
features of claim 25, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at least this reason 



Claims 26-35. 37. and 43 
Because independent claim 25 is allowable over the cited ait of record, dependent 
26-35, 37, and 43 (which depend from independent claim 25) are allowable as a matter 
for at least the reason that dependent claims 26-35, 37, and 43 contain all the elements 
of independent claim 25, For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 26-35, 
43 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 26-35, 37, and 43 
laims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as is apparent by 
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c Kami lation of the claim itself) that are patentably distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, 
tJliere 4re other reasons why these dependent claims are allowable. 

e. Claim 38 

As provided in independent claim 38, Applicant claims: 

In a distributed computing environment, a computer for controlling 
production and display of an image represented by data generated at a source 
service, said data representing at least in part a predetermined graphic syjnbol 
referencing a particular symbol set, said computer operable to: 
access said source service, 

interactively direct said source service to dynamically generate a 
printable version of said represented image, said printable version including 
said predetermined graphic symbol referencing said particular symbol set; 

reference said printable version of said represented image via a 
composition stored in an imaging store; 
access a destination service; and 

if said destination service contains said particular symbol set, then 
interactively directing said destination service exclusively to access and 
produce said printable version of said represented image, including said 
predetermined graphic symbol, wherein said particular symbol set identifies 
mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined graphic symbol 
on said represented image. 

( Ixfxpt asis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 38 is allowable for at least the 
that Adamske in view of Savoray does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "wherein 
s id pi rticular symbol set identifies m^ing characteristics for producing said predetermined 
^aphi| symbol on said represented image,*' as recited and emphasized above in claim 38. 

For example, the OfEce Action acknowledges that Adamske fails to teach or suggest at 
1^ ast therein said particular symbol set identifies moping characteristics for producing said 
edet( rmined graphic symbol on said represented image/' 

With regard to Savoray, it appears to teach at most a method for producing an 
e sctro lie signature in a scaleable font format from a raster or bitmap image of a manual, 
h ndw: itten signature. See col. 3, lines 25-27. The produced electronic signature may then 
attai hed to an electronic document. See coL 5, lines 10-23. 

Therefore, Adamske in view of Savoray does not teach or suggest at least "wherein said 
p^ rticu ar symbol set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined 
g^^phic symbol on said represented image," or all of the remaining features of claim 38, such 
a^t "if J aid destination service contains said particular symbol set, then interactively directing 
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< estination service exclusively to access and produce said printable version of said 
ibpressnted image, including said predetermined graphic symbol, wherein said particular 
jymbdl set identifies mapping characteristics for producing said predetermined graphic 
^lymbcfl on said represented image." 

Therefore, Adamske in view of Savoray does not teach or suggest at least all of the 
c laimc d features of claim 38, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at least this reason 
4|lone. 

f. Ctaims 39-42 and 46 

Because independent claim 38 is allowable over tiie cited art of record, dependent 
c laims 39-42 and 46 (which depend from independent claim 38) are allowable as a matter of 
l iLW f< r at least the reason that dependent claims 39-42 and 46 contain all the steps and 
i i;atiir|s of independent claim 38. For at least this reason^ the rejections of claims 39-42 and 
4p shquld be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 39-42 and 46, 
^ese claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as is apparent by 
e tami lation of the claim itself) that are patentably distinct ftom the cited art of record. Hence, 
t lere s re other reasotis why these dependent claims are allowable. 
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g- Claims 8-1 Q. 14-17, 24> 36. and 44-45 

Applicant submits that Adamske in view ol Savoray does not teach or suggests all of the 
features of independent claims 1, 25, and 38 as previously discussed. Further, the 
Action fails to introduce and cite art that cures the deficiencies of the Adamske and 
reference. Thus, claims 8-10, 14-17, 24, 36, and 44-45 (which depend from respective 
iidepehdent claims 1, 25, and 38) are allowable over Adamske in view of the cited art for at 
Ifast tqis reason. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing allowability of claims 8-10, 14-17, 24, 
44-45, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as is 
by examination of the claim itself) tiiat are patentably distinct firom the cited art of 
Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent claims are allowable. 



15 



PAGE 16/17 ' RCVD AT 2/27/2006 10:39:28 AM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EPXRF^18' DNIS:2738300 * CSID:7709510933 ' DURATION (mm-ss):05-26 



02/27/2086 11:43 7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 17 



Application Serial No.: 09/981,392 
Art Unit: 2155 

CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons set forth above. Applicant respectfully subixiits that all 
|bjec|ons and/or rejections have been traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and 
lliat tie pending claims are in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
; llow; ince of the present application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. 
l:, in ihe opinion of the Exaniiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of 
t lis m itter, the Exanainer is invited to call the undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Charles GriggersTReg.i^o. 47^83 
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